UMaine Cooperative Extension Maine Tree Fruit Newsletter 2018-04-30 by Extension, University of Maine Cooperative
The University of Maine 
DigitalCommons@UMaine 
Documents from Environmental Organizations Maine Environmental Collection 
2018 
UMaine Cooperative Extension Maine Tree Fruit Newsletter 
2018-04-30 
University of Maine Cooperative Extension 
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.library.umaine.edu/maine_env_organizations 
Repository Citation 
Extension, University of Maine Cooperative, "UMaine Cooperative Extension Maine Tree Fruit Newsletter 
2018-04-30" (2018). Documents from Environmental Organizations. 133. 
https://digitalcommons.library.umaine.edu/maine_env_organizations/133 
This Other is brought to you for free and open access by DigitalCommons@UMaine. It has been accepted for 
inclusion in Documents from Environmental Organizations by an authorized administrator of 
DigitalCommons@UMaine. For more information, please contact um.library.technical.services@maine.edu. 
 
 
   
 
Monday, April 30, 2018 Vol 25:2 
. 



























































































































And, if you haven’t already received enough facts or science about how unsupportable 
the Environmental Working Group’s (EWG) annual release of its so-called “dirty dozen” list is, 
you can add this onto that very tall stack. Confused?  Or agree that the list is completely 
unsupportable?  Add in that peer reviewed research also shows the “dirty dozen” list may be 
negatively impacting consumers’ consumption of produce and, well, maybe EWG should move 
away from this decades-old tactic. 
The Forbes review is really just another way of saying what peer reviewed research has 
already proven regarding the “dirty dozen” list:  EWG’s recommended substitution of organic 
produce for conventional forms does not result in any decrease in risk because levels on 
conventional are so very low, if present at all. 
For 23 long years, EWG has released this list in an effort to promote one production 
method over another.  It has never been about science, it has always and only been about 





“WASHINGTON, February 8, 2018 – The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) 
Agricultural Marketing Service (AMS) today published the 2016 Pesticide Data Program 
(PDP) Annual Summary. The Summary shows more than 99.5 percent of the samples 
tested had pesticide residues well below benchmark levels established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and 22 percent had no detectable residue. 
PDP scientists and staff use rigorous sampling and advanced methods to test a wide 
variety of domestic and imported foods, helping ensure that the U.S. food supply is one 
of the safest in the world. The 2016 report includes data from over 10,000 samples, 
giving consumers confidence that the products they buy for their families are safe and 
wholesome. 
PDP data is used by EPA to conduct dietary risk assessments and to ensure that any 
pesticide residues in foods remain at safe levels and adverse health effects are unlikely. 
The data also provides regulators, farmers, processors, manufacturers, consumers and 
scientists with important insights into the actual levels of pesticide residues found on 
widely consumed foods. 
The annual pesticide residue results are reported to the Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) and EPA in monthly reports as testing takes place throughout the year. FDA and 
EPA would be immediately notified if a PDP test discovered residue levels that could 
pose a public safety risk.” 
https://www.ams.usda.gov/press‐release/usda‐releases‐2016‐annual‐pesticide‐data‐program‐
summary    
 
  
